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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

2002-0061409 (KR '409). The KR '409 reference discloses the claimed invention 

except for a first supporter having a non-cylindrical cross section and a second 

supporter having a non-cylindrical cross section, a first insertion limiting part having a 

diameter greater than that of the first engaging shaft and the first supporting shaft, and 

the first engaging shaft having a polygonal cross section. It would have been an 

obvious matter of design choice to have a first supporter having a non-cylindrical cross 

section and a second supporter having a non-cylindrical cross section, a first insertion 

limiting part having a diameter greater than that of the first engaging shaft and the first 

supporting shaft, and the first engaging shaft having a polygonal cross section, since 

applicant has not disclosed that having a first supporter having a non-cylindrical cross 

section and a second supporter having a non-cylindrical cross section, a first insertion 

limiting part having a diameter greater than that of the first engaging shaft and the first 

supporting shaft, and the first engaging shaft having a polygonal cross section solves 

any stated problem or is for any particular purpose and it appears that the invention 

would perform equally well. 
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Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
2001-32188-(KR '188). The KR '188 reference discloses the claimed invention except 
for a first supporter having a non-cylindrical cross section and a second supporter 
having a non-cylindrical cross section, a first insertion limiting part having a diameter 
greater than that of the first engaging shaft and the first supporting shaft, and the first 
engaging shaft having a polygonal cross section. It would have been an obvious matter 
of design choice to have a first supporter having a non-cylindrical cross section and a 
second supporter having a non-cylindrical cross section, a first insertion limiting part 
having a diameter greater than that of the first engaging shaft and the first supporting 
shaft, and the first engaging shaft having a polygonal cross section, since applicant has 
not disclosed that having a first supporter having a non-cylindrical cross section and a 
second supporter having a non-cylindrical cross section, a first insertion limiting part 
having a diameter greater than that of the first engaging shaft and the first supporting 
shaft, and the first engaging shaft having a polygonal cross section solves any stated 
problem or is for any particular purpose and it appears that the invention would perform 
equally well. 

Response to Amendment 

The Declaration under 37 CFR 1 .132 filed March 26, 2007 is insufficient to 
overcome the rejection of claims 1-25 based upon the references applied under 35 USC 
103 as set forth in the last Office action because: 

It refers only to the system described in the above referenced application and not 
to the individual claims of the application. Thus, there is no showing that the objective 
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evidence of nonobviousness is commensurate in scope with the claims. See MPEP 
§716. 

It states that the claimed subject matter solved a problem that was long standing 
in the art. However, there is no showing that others of ordinary skill in the art were 
working on the problem and if so, for how long. In addition, there is no evidence that if 
persons skilled in the art who were presumably working on the problem knew of the 
teachings of the above cited references, they would still be unable to solve the problem. 
See MPEP § 716.04. 

It includes statements which amount to an affirmation that the claimed subject 
matter functions as it was intended to function. This is not relevant to the issue of 
nonobviousness of the claimed subject matter and provides no objective evidence 
thereof. See MPEP § 716. 

It includes statements which amount to an affirmation that the affiant has never 
seen the claimed subject matter before. This is not relevant to the issue of 
nonobviousness of the claimed subject matter and provides no objective evidence 
thereof. See MPEP §716. 

In view of the foregoing, when all of the evidence is considered, the totality of the 
rebuttal evidence of nonobviousness fails to outweigh the evidence of obviousness. In 
the declaration, it must be factual evidence which clearly establishes that there is a 
nexus between the claimed invention and the full scope thereof and the asserted 
commercial success. Not due merely to an expanded advertising campaign but is 
attributable to the features of the claimed invention. Evidence should show that based 
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upon the merits of the invention, other products have been replaced. Evidence must be 
commensurate in scope with the breadth of the claimed invention. See MPEP 716. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy F. Simone whose telephone number is 571- 
272-1407. The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays between 8:00am- 
5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Milton Cano can be reached on 521-272-1398. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free)^>^(K\-~ 

^flrotmy F. Simone 
PmTrary Examiner 
Art Unit 1761 



